Dear C8ry # 


11/4/69 


. , * H !T ln ® h ? d *? interru Pt a long letter to the Archives to take Ml in 

° I 1 ^ rt * e ^ delay for the P r °mpt answering of your long 10/31, twice 
postmarked at There ia much of potential significance In it, much o? benefit 

to me and to help my understanding. First I’ll respond from recollection n fl * 
reading the letter, then i’ll skim it again. recollection, after 

1 J? W ? y ° f e ^ ,l8illin S some ° f what will follow: you know 1 trust even 
r?jj? \*°° W t “T trUSt WheQ 1 believe ^ Is for the common good, oft time a 
indicate my beliefs end prejddcies to some including you more than others, so 

can bTinfomed. y '' UrS8lf whether you credit them 8nd 30 bb «t, if you do, you 


My reasons for asking that what i get not get to Dave are simple- he 
has not only blocked my access to material, including what he did not get, but he 
nas turned off those who were working constructively with me. This is °ntirelv 
inconsistent with serious, honorable purpoees or intent. If he does more than 
deny me what he has made available, I see nothing worng or unfair in doing the 
same. But as you so well know, he has gone much fbrthur, . I add to this what I 
believe is reasonable belief that he has hurt us and will hurt us more, that he 
is raving mad with his brilliance of mind, and I simple do not want him to know 
wnat known because he is quite capable of making delite rate wrongful use <fd it 
to hurt all of us. I believe him capable of goinf to all sorts of people and warning 

infTl ^ 1S aick ° 0as ha ma y regard as "plots" again us, etc. I cannot 
infiict this attitude on others, but when I ask Paul not to ever give Dave anything 
he gets from me, I an within my rights and I am disappointed if he does otherwise. 

® „. rt us Sreatly with the absolutely innocent passing along of the SibertScdtJi 
OMeiil report (for which had plans that were damaged) although r had directed 
him to it in confidence, yet he continues. i 


. Each of us has confidence in his own judgement and undefsatnding. I cite 

tnis report as one example of my seeing and understanding what others miss. Another 
case, the executive sessions. Paul wrote me it was ho, hum, the idle vapori 2 ings 
of the old maids, nothing of consequence. He said much the same of the N.O. Finck 
testimony (which I tell you is of the greatest inqaprtance) . Paul is a very, very 
bright guy, one of the most decant young men I know, brilliant in many ways, aid 
he has done an enormous amount to help me. 1 have done what I ean to help him also. 
But as I made quite specific in so many different letters, 1 place a restriction 
on everything I send him, that it may go to Bel end “ im only. If he will hot 
agree with this, muhh as I would regret it, 1 will send him nothing' further. If you 
were here, I think I could show you waht is quite comprehensible!, The prospects 
for the greatest harm to whet 1 seek counterweighs all the good that can come from 
informing him if he passes this along plus the great value of what they send me. I 
know what others do not know and reserve the right to make my own decisions. I 
insist that others respect my rights to. what is mine. I will not send. any more 
transcripts to Sylvia or Paul. 1 will get more. I regard Sylvia's repetition of 
our conversation and my opinions to Difison as a breach of faith and trust, the 
greatest stupidity, and she will not have the oportunity agsi;, far 1 will rest- 
rain my disposition to pass along to hed what I can. She is not doing any work 
anyway. But I simply will not have this./ Bemember, 1 wrote you not to write her 
long letters. She doesn't want them anyway. If it means I wind up alone of this, 

I am resolute and will be inflexible, i have a record on which place my- own 
trust. You are familiar with it. 1 shudaer to think of it, but in all such cases, 
my judgements and estimates have been accurate, even when tney began with mo more 
than hunches... You have the Peceda case. There is in the light of it no possibility 

of imputing innocence to L ifton. The one. doubt I’ve had is the questions, is this 
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mulates that it is. You have taken no Sote S '! Tl Evldence aC0 u- 

attention to the fact that his printing of the^iehsi 1 C8lled your 8nd Pau1 ’ 3 
copy not an Archives copy. There is little Minton m m ® mo , cle8rly la of a 
can get at the Archives. Therefore. * mug? stealin S f*om L what he 

gave it to him, which destroys all of D«™’? id ! he po3sibi lity Liebeler 

and his claim that Liebeler has never given him^vthi ^ 5 at . red batween them 
remember what I sent you. he made no ,l ro f “^ anything. Besides, if you 

again,, Una, 1 „ . .„n,“h ,n“' L" .‘Sing tl LUt ° Ur 

we seek and he says he does. N 0 w, on what fnn ^ be l p i n S adVance what 

thing I want to add, and 1 have made elHntio ald about John » there is one other 
did write that. l n a letter ^ ^P* 1 ' 581 references to other cases: y ou 

Balias. Check your own cppy. If this^s th!T?ou?ce ^iV^uldV 011 Wr ° te ^ from 
in only two ways: through those you showed it 5? Could bs ^e gotten to Dave 

“ter,.pt l0 „ ‘to *,11. Consider .bsT» L„° £ til"* V T™* 

the chhnces are slight* But when I cnnqlriAT- th + t Xt that Way * Admi ttedly, 

on Us .ortc, I » nothing to b, g.ln.d b, ruling",.. fb» “* 

that Dava h»s K\°f 1,0 ™ Ua « r »*«*.,«■ It 1. 

from someone else's work or a miscon^truetl^h 11 * 011 t ? at ib ls eitber 0 theft 
about. He is without trace of honestv For he haa P laced and persuaded Mayy 
pretends to have just dHcoJered wL?*I and^h^’h ^ ? rinted " b ° ok ’ , » whara ba 
light and published. Any man c^paMe of tlLT° * £ b ° th broU « ht to 

over the past and I find nothing of real Jalu^hTJ %?! 8nythln e- 1 go bock 
with Marcus, 90 1 belies -n- ~ ® ^ ?, *7 value that he did except what he did 
There wss remarkable little of that 6 e S°°d would have been done in any event, 
attention and did n? good ’ Snd import8nt 88 it was, it attracted no 


ask you to breach ocanfidence hn+ t «i, 
tunh ,o« : ..m h.vs to 


I do n^t 

So\ P f t ”,‘ SSr'dLmVtl”:" u“o™ uJlnt^r 11 ,hell “ r 

TJriZTlZlVl °IT 7 ” V£Tll Ill i„ , 

m ™. ^u'xiis zirL. 

major SdlsSw™-!']!; *t t“7^„ la r P f ff 1 bl ; t Ds « lMio,«d»„ * tts „f M . 

planted on him or that he would h l th8t C0Uid h8Ve been m «nufactured and 
to have oronf that Johnson and Ru^^fe^rlie^f 111110 !^^ 081 ^ 1011 takir \ 6 ‘ H ® claims 
Planned the murder.* I simply donot believe ° hns '° n and 

subject to this interpretation is in the Archive? This ^think ' reasonflb i 0 
failure of his "book" to appear: he knows it il «hit VlL think ’\ ma y ex Plsin the 

can hear the tape of our conversation TwLh hfLi'd it on? *?!* 7 ° U 

to it. just made it for protection. > id it out. I ve never listened 

*ou have more^han 2« llllfJel* B sh ° U ’ ld see <^ a ) -mo. 

in this case, 1 d? Z in *“ 1 S J S IT LTZrTl^^J ^ bUt 

f r - z : it 

zsZiZhzxi r* a . 

out. Sbo ™,“ofsS« y vl'ir '“^?; ne 10 ao ' lth gulfing DSW, . ort 
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ship with Dave, but in this esse she should not trustbher oen judgement* She 
pimply doesx not ’-enow him as I do* Nor his capabilities* Unfortunately, she 
also cannot break confidence, so she/we are in a box* But need 1 toll you 
what this discloses of Dave’s estimate of you, when he has had this for so 
long and pretended a relationship of trust, but doesn’t give it to you but 
does to her and others? He was playing you all along, x have no doubt. 

Let me digress to make another thing explicit, end it is not because 
of mistrust of you'* do not under any circumstances make any publicuse of anything 
1 have Kxxkax sent or will send you, do not send any copies to anyone, without 
asking. 1 cannot in every case spell things out, but while 1 know nothing of 
fthat ^ave has or may hsve, 1 do understand wliet I do, and little pieces of it 
are enough to cue others in* 

I anticipate nothing expect at best a few crumbs from Bradley. My sole 
interest is helping correct a gross injustice* It also is despite his beliefs. 

Mary, Arch: Leave what I told you alone, without mention. However, 
on the dubcing of tapes, if she wants to borrow a machine she should have no 
touble in Dallas. I would even lend her one. Is it possible that Arch doesn’t have 
one-or cant get one? I know about Sue in Bud’„ notes, from several sources* She 
just misunderstood, that is all* Had he inten9ed ?;hat she read into it, he’d 
never have been so careless with it. By the way, she has tne highest regard for 
Penabaz, who she regards as a true and great patriot snd a brilliant man. 

Boxley: feedback. Tha t was my initial and unchanged analysis, sick. I 
tried without success to make ° im believe it. 1 think L persauded the others, 
except Vince. Vis-a-vis Turner, your conjecture is valid* But I also do not really 
believe he is a conscious "agent". 

Mary has not seen fit to let me have anything on Shaw, al though we 
did discuss that. I will, v/hen I can, send her the copies you suggest* However, 
there is much more x have not shared and because it msy be unwarranted, will not. 

1 do suggest this is reason why it whould be a two-way street. Peopl3 who would not 
talk to her did talk tc me, and there are things 1 know no one else does... As a 
result of our long talks at Bud’s, when I should have gone because I was unwell 
and stayed until 3 when I should have been in bed before 11, 1 have yet to get 
the first scrap of paper. Nothing besides polite flattery. 

//here Bradley learned about Perrin is not important. I would like to know 
only so 1 could know who was so loose. Burton may nave passed it to others or to 
him. denied knowing Burton. * know better. 

I must straighten you out on what ’in confidence" 1 means. It does not 
mean between two people only. I showed you and Vince and Chris tho^e things asking 
all of you to remain silent. You know 1 have been very reserved about what I’ll 
say in public about Mark. I have always defended him shifting to what I can 
honestly defend him on or where I can praise him. A whore can be a good rnmther. 

Later; driving in to get Lil, I recall telling Mary 8nd Arch about those 
documents proving Shaw’s perjury-and about what is not in documents, the supporting 
perjury. I also thought of the representation Fred made to you of the recent Lifton 
echange* You have my letter, and it does not ’’initiate” anything* riowe'ver, if you 
do not have Dave’s so-called "study" on the Z camera, why not ask him or Fred for 
it and the related correspondence-both ways* (I got letters from others about it 
when they swallowed Dave’s gibberish*) I esn send them, But I think it would be 
better if you giive them the chance to decline* Besides, Dave gets his xeroxing 
free* Ask him, if and after you get if, for his distribution* It included tne 
New Yorl Times. 

Oft the "mischief afoot" and the alleged 
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va.<ue °f paying a line of communications open": what real good haa it done? 

and hTS* a J® Tf u* C63t? Th ® mischeif ws = done when we learned about it. 
The "line 1 f t6d !cno !' le ff e h ® 3 not en a b led us to undo any of it, in a single case. 
The line °f communications produces and has produced nothing of value, not 
really. The time involved in this spent on almost anything else would have been 
Prnductive. Granted, it provided you the opportunity of cnfronting Dave 
h * 3 ® Til » but aside from telling you what you knew about me, what has it 
yielded? Were there any value in changing the minds of any of those wierdos. it 
hasn t accomplished it. Dave is unregenerate, for at best he cannot help it 

thla J sr !' of ^ is sickness. So, the actual benefit does not exist, 
unles- it is in my knowing the presumed perfidy of the others, which makes no 
difference, save in two cases. There is really makes no difference znyvay (Bill and 
Maggie) icr I've been out of touch with them anyway. 


I report, you do your thing, whether or not I agree. This one is not 
e plus, not o constructive utilization of the time. Unless you didn't believe 
any of what I told you about Dave end the others, for none of it save minor detail 
was new to me. Abbott showed me his Receda vilification a year ago. 

The line "If Mary can skK» divulge to me what she believes of Thornley 
you know why" must relate to something you wrote. I'm not taking time to look it’ 
up. Not that important. But I gave her a pretty fair inkling of what I had. 


Getting Dave's thing published will make no difference. He’ll remain 
as sick and will be no less determined to do whatever it is he has in mind. If 
he wants it published. J believe your analysis of the paranoia is correct. lie 
doesn't really want it nublishen. I now see it is Mary's theory. 


Again later: Can you give me any good reason wny Sylvia should hove 
written Dave as she did about ffiukk’s test? I had gone into some detoil with her 
earlier about Dove and what he was then doing anu this time I repeuted he was 
continuing. just cannot see any, especially when her representation is that 
she had been out of touch for long. Of course, it is possible D gve had triggered 
a letter for her and she just babbled. Why she had to tell him either tart escapes 
me. but it was not for any concstrftctive purpose, therefore I'll do what I con to 
avoid the chance of repetition. . ..Doe you suppose your reference to Fred origins 
exonerating" the FBI represents an idea that originates with him? Suppose, in the 
light of some of the foregoing, it does not? 


Igd heard baby-3itter story before. Time culd not possibly have been 1:05 
which was before the murder. This suggests Dallas source. Why did ftosty have to be * 
watched? His lunch, I think, is in Manchester. But this insanity is worth the time 
you/we have put in, and a man knowing so little of the case con be depended on to 
de dependable work? By the ray, there are frames missing in the Z copies, which 
makes me suspect the source if the one I first suggested to you, Jaffe, the JG 
copy in which I believe I detected such identifications. 

Roffman: copy gping with enclosed letter. Harper: Tell him I asked you 
to look him up, thet I hod discovered this file in 196Q and have not made public 
use of it because it is incomplete and is subject to interpretation not faborable 
to him, osp. because he remained silent when ith the official silence decency 
end the obligations of citizenship required otherwise. Tell him also that it is 
his choice, but he is involved, cannot avoid "further participation", can only 
insure that it will be ineongeniel. I, for one, will report his refusal to co- 
operate is he does notl for to me he will be no better than those officials 
who hide evidence of how our President was murdered. Had he done the right thing 
to begin with, the entire whitewash night have been impossible. I fully intend to 
charge this if he thinks he can live in the cuntry, enjoy its b enefits, and 
play games with those who do the suppressing. H e i s 0 ld enough to know for himself 


5 


that the total suppression of this evidence from the Report, the hearings, the 
investigations and all 10,000,000 printed words is not consistent with good 
citizenship and honor in government* If that is what he wants to be part of, 
it is his free choice. He is also old enough to know he i3 protecteing wrongdoers, 
for he could not have found that piece of skull if there had been any investigation 
and the location may well disprove the entire false ” solution” . Or say nothing. I 
leave it up to you. I think there is little to be gained by kissing fink asses. 

I’m certainly not in the mood for it now. §ut, if by the time I return to that 
writing, there rareains questions, 1*11 specify them and state why they oxist-and 
recount his total silence. 

Betzner*. get more than one print so you can keep one intact and either 
mark up the other or using it for tracings, etc* It might also be a good idea 
to try one larger than 8x10, if the heg8tive will stand it. I’d says as large 
as would be clear. 

Enclosed are three copies of the letter to Lifton that you cannot find. 

The clearer copy on the repidly-dimiaishing supply of fresk paper, is for you to 
keep. One of the others is for Mary. Unless she land you) see the original Lifton 
work on tois and the distribution he gave it-and the timing- you will never under- 
stand how temporate this really is. Interpret it as you will, there is nothing at 
all like Prod’s representation to you, and you hove this extra copy for him in the 
event you want to send it to him, appropos of my 1f initiating" this, asking him to 
justify his statements to you. ^ou con tell him you asked me and I sent you this 
copy for him. The compare this letter} and demand th8t he also do it) v.itn Lifton’ s 
response, while I believe Fred is beyond* redemption and that we he not redeeming 
him would not be worth the efCorfc, this will give him a fresh chance to confront 
whfct he is and h8s been part of. But by all means ask Dave for his original work 
and his distribution list and the letters he sent with it. If I am not in error, 
this roughly coincided with his Recede bit. 

Before coming tb the end of this to^-long necessity, this unpleasant- 
ness that cannot be avoided, let me conjecture with you, intending no unfairness 
to Dave, for as you know, all along, I’ve been insisting he is merely ill, in a 
sense defending him and certainly, from v/hab you learned for yourself, taking 
massive abuse witnout retaliation - all with nothing 1 ever did to justify it. 

Dave got off on his Tnornley tangeant. apparently likes that awful thing, that 
anarchist. He was then also in touch v/ith Liebeler. Jith or without this, it 
certainly is possible that officialdom learned of his anti-Garrison stance. </ith 
his sickness (the kind preferred by some agencies), he was ripe for an approach- 
arid rie may not ever nave known he was being approached. 1 believe it possible he 
h8s been used witnout knowing it, depending on the (unknown) i jte rmediary. Here 
I ask you to recall his ocoount of what I sent J ohn. it is entirely iucnnsistent 
with John’s representation to rue, and x have J ohn’s word he had nothing to do with 
it. Thus, unless it is Fauljfeal/ Jim, he has no way of knowing about it. I do not 
believe I sent >hat to SM, but it is possible I did. Add now your recent experience, 
the absence of Commission identification on his liebeler memo, and there is ground 
to wonder whether this can all be explained away 83 a combination Oi. sic .ness and 
brightness. . .1 have again written Eei, I sent you a copy of the letter. 

All this is upsetting to me ( do not, under any circumstances, let this 

keep you from keeping me informed, for there are too many parts that I alone can 

fit together). I hate to waste this kind of time. Eut the situation is altered, 

the political climate is even worse, and we really should be foresighted and 

circumspect. • .It occurred to me I might have sane of his papi 3 r-mechea: conspiracy 
stuff on psper, so I looked through the file. I find an enormous letter .1 ibl not 
copy, allegedly in response to reports he was doing 3 job on me for Liebeler. There 
is what now looks quite interestingi^Intellectual diversity i3 a virtue, not a vice 
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Its potential for good far outweights miner misuses, of which Mr* Schill 9 r f s 
book is a mjaor example 1 ' * Any comment needed? Dote, 4/25/67, p.3 Part of 
the page is copied end enclosed, to save paper and use up the dated* annotated* 
Rote marked part page 81 

So^p what does Dave do? Exactly what he says it never entered his 
mind to do, would never under any circumstances do, a crooked ''research’ 1 
piece” and of course it was only for critics, like tha New York Times! 

Anyway, I *11 not take more time for the papier-mache* 1 have it 
on tape somewhere anyv/ay* 

^ou conclude ”for God's sake take care of yourself”. As a wish or 
as an injunction, fine* But when you hove some ideas of how, that is what I 
can use. I cannot avoid this miserable business we are into because its 
potential for evil is so gr at* 1 cannot compel the others wno know and knew 
about this and are and were silent to do other than their own consciences 
and characters tell them to do* We’d have to be as wild as ho is to ignore 
what he has done and is doing* How may more Garrioan’s can we afford, especially 
those with no capacity for influencing eople our way. How many mor9 working 
against others on the inside? But, sside from eating nourishing food, getting 
reasonable sleep, getting some physical activity daily, exeept for quitting I 
have gew meaningful alternatives. 

Somewhere you asked is it okay to mention EM* Of $&bck®x course, and the 
other limited editions and the work under way* But nothing about their entents. 
To anyone. 1 have run into a problem on tha xeroxing of Coup odd, the NCR paper 
does not do it well, when I aolve it and arrange the financing, there’ll be 8 
copy for you. -Mo you have PM III? I recall no comment on it. 1 intended lending 
you a copy. 


Sincerely, 


H 


